back the logic that without armed struggle, basic change could not take
place. A tempo of sympathy was again visible in the country to push
forward the political independence towards economic and social freedom
and equality. If the Communist movement as a whole had remained
together after learning lessons of the abortive Telangana struggle and
not got divided and subdivided because of various external and internal
factors - perhaps a successful experiment of non-violent socialistic
change could have been carried out on the Indian soil.
Some of the documents of the CPI (ML) movement convey a
realisation that one of the fundamental reasons for the left movement for
not having taken off as in China or elsewhere was because of the lack
of proper understanding of Indian thought, philosophy, history and
culture. The Marxists knew more of Marxism, Leninism, Stalinism, history
of Russian and Chinese revolution and socialistic thought than about
India and its cultural ethos. They could not become indigenous Marxists.
According to them, after Sun-Yat-Sen, China could produce MAO, a
leader deeply steeped in Chinese culture (similar to Lenin steeped in
Russian culture); but India could not produce an indigenous Communist
personality after the ground had been prepared for national revolution by
Tilak and Lajpat Rai.
The slogans of dominant sections of Naxal movement were
'Chairman Mao is our Chairman', 'power comes out of the barrel of the
gun', 'area-wise seizure of power', 'rural areas surrounding ,the cities',
'struggle not for land and for crops but for political power'. They aroused
ideological emotions and a spirit of sacrifice but they suffered from the
basic lacuna of not having realistically analysed the nature of the Indian
State; the potential of the democratic political process, however, corrupt
it might have been; the potential of gorilla squads or peasant armed
warfare as against the violent might of the state. The Naxalite groups
oscillated between the various formulations like that of occasional
peasants' armed-struggle, continuous armed struggle raising people's
consciousness by mass action on class basis, parliamentary process to
be followed with armed struggle when the final seizure of power is to
take place. The latest developments in Russia, Eastern Europe and even
in China have reopened for a fresh debate on the role and place of
violence and armed struggle to bring about revolution or transformation
of society. It has put the dogmatists in the Naxal movement and
elsewhere in a quandary. The old revolutionary verbiage does not give
the answer.
On the other hand, social injustice, misery of the poor, and the
downtrodden continue to look up ferociously for solution. The